The erroneous designation of holotype and lectotype of three names in Ranunculus namely R. reniformis Wall. ex Wight & Arn., R. subpinnatus Wight & Arn. and R. wallichianus Wight & Arn. in one of the recent publications is discussed here. This paper also emphasizes the precise application of the phrase typification of the name and also rectifies here the erroneous designation of holotype and lectotype of names in a recent publication.
Introduction
The genus Ranunculus L. comprises of c. 600 species, is mainly distributed in temperate regions of the world (1) . Hooker 
Materials and Methods
The present investigation has been undertaken to rectify the erroneous designation of holotype and lectotype in one of the recent publications based on the careful study of literature and observation of relevant herbarium specimens at CAL and MH in India, and the available online images of specimens housed at herbaria, E, G, K, NY and P.
Results and Discussion
A name cannot be considered as having a holotype before 1990 unless one particular herbarium was indicated in the protologue or only one specimen or Horizon e-Publishing Group illustration of the gathering was deposited there under Art. 9.1 (6, 7) . Furthermore, if the specimens housed in more than one institution, these must all be treated as syntypes under Art. 40, Note 1 (6, 7) . While digitizing type specimens at Central National Herbarium, Botanical Survey of India, Howrah (CAL), authors have identified problems in typification of three names in the genus Ranunculus (R. reniformis Wall. ex Wight & Arn., R. subpinnatus Wight & Arn. and R. wallichianus Wight & Arn.) designated by Srivastava (5) . The problems in typification are discussed and the earlier erroneous usage of the phrase 'Holotype designated here' are rectified. (8) clearly cited collection as 'Wall! List n. 4709' in the protologue. Thus, the species was described based on two syntypes. Hence, the phrase "Holotype designated" by Srivastava (5) should be treated as a correctable error to "lectotype designated" under Art. 9.10 (7). Srivastava (5) cited the specimen no. 1 on the left side as holotype while specimen no. 2 on the right side as isotype housed at P. In fact, these two specimens are to be considered as of a single gathering. 6, 7) . Srivastava annotated 'Lecto-Type' on Kew sheet (K000692705) but later in his published revision on the genus, Srivastava (5) designated a specimen at G bearing the barcode G00085167 as the holotype of the name. The error is correctable to lectotype under Art. 9.10 (7) . Further, we traced out one more collection at NY, which was not cited by Srivastava (5) . (5) as 'Holotype'; isolectotype E00174055 image!). Fig. 3 . (5) should be considered as an error correctable to lectotype under Art. 9.10 (7).
Typification

Ranunculus reniformis
Ranunculus subpinnatus
Ranunculus wallichianus
